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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 



Commissioner for Patents 

The Reply Brief filed March 22, 2010 is acknowledged; however, the application has been sent to the Board of Patent and 
Interferences for a decision. 

Also, it is to be noted that the arguments presented in the Reply Brief had been addressed in the Examiner's Answer; for example, 
please see page 17 for remarks regarding the translation of Teller et al., please see pages 20-21 for arguments regarding "non-porous", 
see page 20 for arguments drawn to ammonia, and pages 17-18 for arguments regarding Blizzard and ammonia. Furthermore, please 
see pages 17-18 for arguments drawn to the teaching of Blizzard and solubilizer. Additionally, please see pages 18-20 for arguments 
drawn to the Example 1 of Blizzard. Furthermore, it should be noted that although Appellants have referred to pages 5 and 10 of the 
Examiner's Answer in their arguments drawn to Teller et al, page 10 of the Examiner's Answer is not directed to Teller, but that it is 
directed to a combination involving Trau et al. Moreover, "Amounts disclosed by Teller et al." argument, in fact, were addressed in 
the rejection in page 5, as pointed out by Appellants. Finally, densities of many compounds have been known and can easily be 
obtained through a wide range of resources;density of ammonia: 0.86; density of ethanol: 0.789; density of water: 1; density of TEOS: 
0.94. 
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